August £8, 1969 


L-r. 3 &mes Bh©&d«, rani vis* 

Tae Ifstionel .Archives 
EesMsgton, 1*3. 

Jeer Sector %©efie, 

Tester&hy Hr. Jo&asen ihffejsaed a* yea do sot have ta© original a©ge- 
tlvcs from which T0I ?srr#js CcKsaleslos SacMhite in t&o series fee»glB.slWg la 'the 560 
reaga were made, I ssatwd hits to have you «sSc far these so that 1 snsy, e> soon «e 
possible, euatas them. My r*-©xa.n4 nation of the prists yesterday convinces m this 
i ® neeeseery for ay curpooe. Jter ell rurpcses, fcoserer, 2 believe these ore required 
to be is your erehlve. 

K&s# of these nagptivse css fell wi thing the exclusions permitted by 
the "said lines”. % reeding of the executive sessions convinces as it woe the Cess* 
■mission* s intention that ell such original evidence whh to have fe#«n in this archive* 
My res Slag of the Sejartspmt of Justice opinions in year files elec cosfirss this. 

Over oad above this, 1 believe public policy requires it. It is, fro® the point of 
view t>t evidence, intolerable that the only real evidence illustrated fey ttie prints 
you do have is net in year possession. There ia nothing la the files er testimony ©f 
®&ioh I se ©«*?© that certifies the authenticity at the prints, either. Particularly 
when this heels with basic evidence stout tae asirder cf a * resident is this incon- 
ceivable to sse, 

Aside from this, *h*t you have Is too fsr removed from the origin®!* 

First the negatives were exposed. Ties, © print *«& safe, than pictures were »«$» tram. 
the print*, etc., each process easting e dimatticn in clarity. 

The testimony indicates the prints used ss exhibits were made from nega- 
tives exposed through ® cc®psrieoa microscope, I am not persuaded say examinstiaa per- 
mits sscepteaee ef this, 

When I ssfce& to easmlns both the prints end the negative© in May, I vs* 
ghe-wa the offset ESgfetivee sad not told these were not the origins! negatives, Tseae 
ere eves further removed from the original evidence * 

I believe else- tast the executive order of Attorney SewsraX cleric requires 
these negatives and ell stark ©$&©? government evidence to fee in your custody end free- 
ly seesssibls to m sub other*. 

Will you please roqiaost this evidence end let m Sato* you have or, if you 
decline, your reasons for refusing to? 

9 

Ztt spsaking with Mr. Johnson yesterday X explained ay desire to have a 
picture of Exhibit 399 made on & scale. A t is thstbee 3© not and eaaaot km>* th© weight 
of this exhibit at any particular time. It is under. bendable the* a smell £r sg&enb jasy 
hsv© ffellea off in ssesssary healing, but that fragment raaciss uad am b weighed, The 
testimony shout the weight does sot identify the tia© at which it was weighed. 



Therefore, we ftattnot knoa stlirt-har the seig&t given in the PeetimoBy 
sad used la a certain fashion ia the Report la the weight before or after tfee 
sea pie was removed for spectre graphic sue lysis. 


-t believe the reason you gave me for refusing to tske this picture for 
rae 1* cot a proper reaeon, is net seriously presented but is en excuse by 'shleh the 
government seek® to deny m SafoBBatioa it cannot properly deny me, ficwersf, es sm 
slternetive, to svoid the situation ihst exists, I rill accept assy certified statement 
of the weight of this Exhibit efc* any srecified time before it wes transferred to the 
Hationel beehives. Or, there is «r sit amative picture you cam jssfce for mi the 
ballet end my frags aents that say have oo ma loose, is their coses, plus a picture of 
fetie c? ess and pscjciag sa. terlals only, in seen cose on the seme scale* ^'iius you are 
awt eei^lng the bullet removed from, its case but tbs cased bullet sad the casings. 


1 use this occasion to call to your attention, the proper request e I hey© 
rayde to *£ieh there hog not been response^ ftar asay months, One of those recently 
casae to salad whan needed what 1 so long ego re cues ted: the page of the Oswald 
marine rsaaual that is annotated* X have asked for this in writing and yp. rfcally on 
o number of occasion®. I still -spat it, please. 


Yesterday*© newspapers con tala Ralph leader* s complaint that other 
agencies, in t&king several weeka to respond, ere frustrating the purposes of the 
Freedom of icforsatica Act. "hat is the cse®, . then, yfoen so many months class® sad 
there i s no response? ' '• x 


Sincerely, 


'asiolt si® berg 



